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There are large uncertainties in Photosynthesis
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SiB worked fine when run with “prescribed” 
climate. 
However, when it was run in the climate model, 
the land areas of the planet dried up and 
became deserts. 

Dave referred to this as: 
“Stomatal Suicide” 

This gave us an opening to 
try to fix it with physiology. 



[p]
 Sugars
light 

reactions


dark 

reactions


PAR
 CO2


Cotton leaf

2% O2


increasing 
limitation


Graham Farquhar Susanne von Caemmerer





Chris Field 

Hal Mooney 



Scott Denning Jim Randerson 

Ian Baker Chris Still Ruth de Freis 

Chris Field 

Greg Asner 





To summarize:


Breakthroughs aren’t obvious until they happen.


The pieces that ultimately fit together are the key to 
breakthroughs; we need to be looking for them, and we 
need cultivate them.


In light of the Decadal Survey, I’d like to make the point 
that the NASA centers are a tremendous resource for 
finding and cultivating this “scientific potential energy”


flipping the switches of the universe




That’s how we got here.  Now, where are we going? 

Several speakers have already mentioned fluorescence
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• Fluorescence from terrestrial 
plants is difficult to measure 
because it is mixed with reflected 
sunlight.


680 700 720 740 760 780
wavelength / nm

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

0.25

0.30

0.35

re
fle

ct
an

ce
0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

C
hl

or
op

hy
ll

flu
or

es
ce

nc
e

(-)

Reflectance
Solar induced fluorescence
O2 absorptions
H2O absorptions
Fraunhofer lines

• In-filling of lines in the solar 
spectrum can be used to distinguish 
fluorescence from reflected light.


• It takes a special high resolution 
spectrometer.  So far it has been 
accomplished with 5 satellites
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Non Photochemical Quenching
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Fluorescence vs. the electron transport rate (ETR)
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GPP and Solar Induced Fluorescence (SIF) 




𝞮P vs. 𝞮F    at Flux Towers 

Grayson Badgley, John Kimball et al.




NPP =PAR · FPAR · LUE
where LUE = f(T,P/PET)

NPP =k · SIF

where : k =
NPP

max

SIF
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Flour. model  [CO2]i,j

PCTM, atmos. transport model

CASA, carbon cycle model G. James Collatz, Joanna Joiner, Stephan R Kawa et al. 
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The 2010 Amazon Drought
Simon L. Lewis,1*† Paulo M. Brando,2,3* Oliver L. Phillips,1

Geertje M. F. van der Heijden,4 Daniel Nepstad2

Several global circulation models (GCMs)
project an increase in the frequency and
severity of drought events affecting the

Amazon region as a consequence of anthropo-
genic greenhouse gas emissions (1). The proximate
cause is twofold, increasing Pacific sea surface
temperatures (SSTs), which may intensify El Niño
Southern Oscillation events and associated peri-
odic Amazon droughts, and an increase in the fre-
quency of historically rarer droughts associatedwith
high Atlantic SSTs and northwest displacement of
the intertropical convergence zone (1, 2). Such
droughts may lead to a loss of some Amazon for-
ests, which would accelerate climate change (3).
In 2005, a major Atlantic SST–associated drought
occurred, identified as a 1-in-100-year event (2).
Here,we report on a second drought in 2010,when
Atlantic SSTs were again high.

We calculated standardized anomalies from a
decade of satellite-derived dry-season rainfall data
(Tropical Rainfall Measuring Mission, 0.25° res-
olution) across 5.3 million km2 of Amazonia for
2010 and 2005 (4). We used identical reference
periods to allow a strict comparison of both drought
events (4). On the basis of this index, the 2010
drought wasmore spatially extensive than the 2005
drought (rainfall anomalies ≤ –1 SD over 3.0
million km2 and 1.9million km2 in 2010 and 2005,
respectively; Fig. 1 and fig. S1). Because dry-season

anomalies do not necessarily correlate with water
stress for forest trees, we also calculated the max-
imum climatological water deficit (MCWD) for
each year as the most negative cumulative value of
water input minus estimated forest evapotranspira-
tion (5). This measure of drought intensity corre-
lates with Amazon forest tree mortality (6). In
2010, the difference in MCWD from the decadal
mean that significantly increases tree mortality
(≤ –25 mm) spanned 3.2 million km2, compared
with 2.5 million km2 in 2005. The 2010 drought
had three identifiable epicenters in southwestern
Amazonia, north-central Bolivia, and Brazil’sMato
Grosso state. In 2005 only a single southwestern
Amazonia epicenter was detectable (fig. S1).

The relationship between the change inMCWD
and changes in aboveground carbon storage
derived from forest inventory plots affected by
the 2005 drought (6) provides a first approximation
of the biomass carbon impact of the 2010 event.
Summing the change in carbon storage predicted
by the 2010 MCWD difference across Amazonia
gives a total impact of 2.2 Pg C [95% confidence
intervals (CI) 1.2 and 3.4], comparedwith 1.6 PgC
for the 2005 event (CI 0.8, 2.6). These values are
relative to the predrought carbon uptake and rep-
resent the sum of (1) the temporary cessation of
biomass increases over the 2-year drought mea-
surement interval (~0.8 Pg C) and (2) biomass lost

via tree mortality, a committed carbon flux from
decomposition over several years (~1.4 Pg C after
the 2010 drought). Inmost years, these forests are a
carbon sink; drought reverses this sink.

Considerable uncertainty remains, related to the
soil characteristics within the epicenters of the
2010 drought, which couldmoderate or exacerbate
climatic drying, whether a second drought will kill
more trees (i.e., those damaged by the initial
drought) or fewer (i.e., if most drought-susceptible
trees are already dead), and whether drought slows
soil respiration (temporarily offsetting the biomass
carbon source). New field measurements will be
required to refine our initial estimates.

The two recent Amazon droughts demonstrate
a mechanism bywhich remaining intact tropical for-
ests of South America can shift from buffering the
increase in atmospheric carbon dioxide to accelerat-
ing it. Indeed, two major droughts in a decade may
largelyoffset thenetgainsof~0.4PgCyear−1 in intact
Amazon forest aboveground biomass in nondrought
years. Thus, repeated droughts may have important
decadal-scale impacts on the global carbon cycle.

Droughts co-occur with peaks of fire activity
(5). Such interactions among climatic changes, hu-
man actions, and forest responses represent
potential positive feedbacks that could lead to
widespread Amazon forest degradation or loss (7).
The significance of these processes will depend on
the growth response of tropical trees to increases in
atmospheric carbon dioxide concentration, fireman-
agement, and deforestation trends (3, 7). Nevertheless,
any shift to drier conditions would favor drought-
adapted species, and drier forests store less carbon
(8). If drought events continue, the era of intact
Amazon forests buffering the increase in atmo-
spheric carbon dioxide may have passed.
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Fig. 1. (A andB) Satellite-derived standardized anomalies for dry-season rainfall for the twomost extensive
droughts of the 21st century in Amazonia. (C andD) The difference in the 12-month (October to September)
MCWD from the decadal mean (excluding 2005 and 2010), a measure of drought intensity that correlates
with tree mortality. (A) and (C) show the 2005 drought; (B) and (D) show the 2010 drought.
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Studies of fluorescence 
(SIF) at HF flux tower.
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but understanding the mechanism is 
a critical first step.

We need to consider hierarchy of scales 

SIF



Final Thoughts:

•   SIF is turning out to be surprisingly useful:
•   Seems to be proportional to GPP;
•   Indicates drought;
•   Indicates beginning and end of growing season. 

•   It is also a hot topic in fundamental research on 
photosynthesis. 

•   There are still a lot to learn about fluorescence 
from canopies.

•   Fluorescence is a product of photosynthesis which 
can be modeled and measured over the globe. If 
we model SIF correctly does it mean that we have 
modeled GPP correctly?












